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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/31/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant argues that Cantwell and Blasio fails to disclose or suggest a 
destination selection system to enable a user to select a location from a browser for 
saving scanning data, the location being selected from locations including locations 
other than the station. This argument is not persuasive because Cantwell differs from 
claim 1 , in that he does not explicitly teach to enable said user to select a location from 
said browser for saving said scanning data, said location being selected from locations 
including locations other than said station. 

Blasio discloses a destination selection system (e.g., the destination portion 132, 
paragraph 0041) to enable said user to select a location from said browser (e.g., 
input/output interface (browser), paragraph 0041) for saving said scanning data, said 
location being selected from locations including locations other than said station (e.g., 
the various predetermined destination names are stored in the destination portion, 
paragraph 0041). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell to include a destination selection system to 
enable said user to select a location from said browser for saving said scanning data, 
said location being selected from locations including locations other than said station as 
taught by Blasio. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell by the teaching of Blasio to give access to 
other device connected to network. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 9-14, 17, 19-23, 25-36, 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cantwell (US 6,594,690) in view of Blasio et al. (Blasio) 
(Pub. No.: 2002/0085244). 

With regard to claim 1 , Cantwell discloses a server for a network, the server 
adapted to enable a user at a station to scan a document at a scanner to obtain 
scanning data, the server comprising: a database of scanner drivers (device drivers 
stored at website at intranet server or internet server; Col 2 Lines 9-14); a driver 
selection system to enable the user to select a driver for the scanner from the database 
of scanner drivers in response to one or more inputs provided to a browser hosted at 
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said station (e.g., a user operates a browser on computer to browse to the website 
where the device driver is located, column 2, lines 29-34), said one or more inputs 
received at said server over a data transmission network (computer communicates with 
server through connection, Col 2 Lines 3-8; user selects driver Col 3 Lines 3-7); and a 
delivery system to transfer said selected driver to said station (driver downloaded by 
website and installed on computer; Col 3 Lines 8-12). 

Cantwell differs from claim 1 , in that he does not explicitly teach to enable said 
user to select a location from said browser for saving said scanning data, said location 
being selected from locations including locations other than said station. 

Blasio discloses a destination selection system (e.g., the destination portion 132, 
paragraph 0041) to enable said user to select a location from said browser (e.g., 
input/output interface (browser), paragraph 0041) for saving said scanning data, said 
location being selected from locations including locations other than said station (e.g., 
the various predetermined destination names are stored in the destination portion, 
paragraph 0041). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell to include a destination selection system to 
enable said user to select a location from said browser for saving said scanning data, 
said location being selected from locations including locations other than said station as 
taught by Blasio. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell by the teaching of Blasio to give access to 
other device connected to network. 
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For claim 3, which is representative of Claim 22, Cantwell teaches wherein the 
predetermined location comprises a universal resource locator (URL) (Col 2 Lines 21- 
28). 

Considering claim 4, Cantwell discloses wherein the location specifies a media to 
be used to save the scanning data (Col 2 Lines 15-20). 

For claim 9, Cantwell teaches wherein the selected driver is transferred to the 
station in a self-extracting file (Col 2 Lines 45-53). 

For claim 10, Cantwell discloses wherein the driver is adapted to be removed 
from the station after the scanning data is saved in said location (Col 3 Lines 13-18). 

For claim 1 1 , Cantwell teaches wherein the server further comprises a network 
connected adapted to transmit information between said data transmission network and 
at least one of said driver selection system and/or said delivery system (Col 3 Lines 13- 
18). 

With regard to claim 12, the subject matter is similar to claim 1. Therefore claim 
12 is rejected as set forth above for claim 1. 

Considering claim 13, Cantwell teaches wherein said server is further adapted to 
populate a menu viewable at said computer on said browser identifying two or more of 
said plurality of scanner drivers (Col 1 Lines 34-44). 

Regarding claim 14, which is representative of claim 19, Cantwell teaches 
wherein said server is adapted to render said menu according to a hypertext transfer 
protocol (Col 2 Lines 20-34). 
Referring to claim 17 : 


Application/Control Number: Page 6 

09/828,856 

Art Unit: 2625 

Claim 17 is the method claim corresponding to operation of the device in claim 1 
with method steps corresponding directly to the function of device elements in claim 1. 
Therefore claim 17 is rejected as set forth above for claim 1 . 

Considering claim 20, Cantwell teaches wherein said enabling selection of said 
at least one of said scanner drivers in response to said received information comprises 
receiving inputs from a menu rendered on said browser (Col 2 Lines 20-67). 

For claim 21 , which is representative of claim 23 Cantwell teaches wherein said 
location comprised an electronic mail (e-mail) address (Col 2 Lines 21-28). 

With regard to claim 25, Blasio discloses wherein said destination selection 
system is further adapted to: insert a destination address of the selected location for 
saving said scanning data in the self-extracting executable file prior to the transferring 
(paragraphs 0018, 0019). 

With regard to claim 26, Blasio discloses wherein the selected driver, when 
executed by the station, is adapted to: poll the server to obtain a destination address of 
the selected location for saving said scanning data (paragraph 0018). 

With regard to claim 27, Cantwell teaches wherein the selected driver is 
transmitted to said computer as a self-extracting executable file (Col 2 Lines 45-53). 

With regard to claim 28, Blasio discloses wherein said destination selection 
system is further adapted to: insert a destination address of the selected location for 
storing said scanning data in the self-extracting executable file prior to the transferring 
(paragraphs 0018, 0019). 
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With regard to claim 29, Blasio discloses wherein the transmitted driver is further 
adapted to: poll the server to obtain a destination address of the location for storing said 
scanning data (paragraph 0018). 

With regard to claim 30, Blasio discloses further comprising: inserting a 
destination address of the selected location for saving said scanning data in a self- 
extracting executable file prior to said transmitting (paragraphs 0018, 0019). 

With regard to claim 31, Cantwell differs from claim 31, in that he does not teach 
explicitly polling the server to obtain a destination address of the selected location for 
saving said scanning data. 

Blasio discloses polling the server to obtain a destination address of the selected 
location for saving said scanning data (paragraph 0018). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell to include polling the server to obtain a 
destination address of the selected location for saving said scanning data as taught by 
Blasio. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Cantwell by the teaching of Blasio to make scanning data 
available to other devices connected to the same network. 

With regard to claim 32, Cantwell discloses wherein said selected driver is 
transferred to said station over a file transfer protocol connection (e.g., the device 
drivers may have previously been retrieved from internet server 16 or any other means, 
column 2, lines 9-13). 
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With regard to claim 33, Blasio discloses wherein said destination selection 
system enables said user to select a location from said browser by indicating the 
location in a text box provided by said browser (e.g., input/output interface (browser), 
obviously the input interface is having a location or window to input a text by a user, 
paragraph 0041). 

Referring to claim 34 : 

Claim 34 is the method claim corresponding to operation of the device in claim 

32 with method steps corresponding directly to the function of device elements in claim 
32. Therefore claim 34 is rejected as set forth above for claim 32. 

Referring to claim 35 : 

Claim 35 is the method claim corresponding to operation of the device in claim 

33 with method steps corresponding directly to the function of device elements in 
claim33. Therefore claim 35 is rejected as set forth above for claim 33. 

With regard to claim 36, Cantwell discloses a server configured to enable a user 
at a remote station to scan a document at a scanner to obtain scanning data, the server 
comprising: means for storing multiple scanner drivers (device drivers stored at website 
at intranet server or internet server; Col 2 Lines 9-14); means for enabling the user to 
select a driver for the scanner from the means for storing in response to one or more 
inputs provided to a browser hosted at the remote station (e.g., a user operates a 
browser on computer to browse to the website where the device driver is located, 
column 2, lines 14-20), wherein the server receives the one or more inputs over a data 
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transmission network (computer communicates with server through connection, Col 2 
Lines 3-8; user selects driver, Col 3 Lines 3-7); and means for transferring the selected 
driver to the remote station 

Cantwell differs from claim 36, in that he does not explicitly show means for 
enabling the user to select a location from the browser for saving the scanning data, 
wherein the user selects the location from multiple locations including locations other 
than the remote station; and means for transferring the selected driver to the remote 
station. 

Basio discloses means for enabling the user to select a location (e.g., the 
destination portion 132, paragraph 0041) from the browser for saving the scanning data 
(e.g., input/output interface (browser), wherein the user selects the location from 
multiple locations including locations other than the remote station (e.g., the various 
predetermined destination names are stored in the destination portion, paragraph 
0041). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell to include a destination selection system to 
enable said user to select a location from said browser for saving said scanning data, 
said location being selected from locations including locations other than said station as 
taught by Blasio. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have modified Cantwell by the teaching of Blasio to give access to 
other device connected to network. 
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With regard to claim 38, Cantwell discloses further comprising means for 
installing the selected driver at the remote station (column 2, lines 45-53). 

With regard to claim 39, Blasio discloses further comprising means for storing 
scanning data of the user (e.g., receives the control signals indicating that the host 
computer 200 is to begin pulling the scanned image data from the scanner or multi- 
function device 100, along with the indication of the selected destination selected by the 
user using the input devices, paragraph 0042). 

With regard to claim 40, Blasio discloses further comprising means for enabling 
the user to view the stored scanning data (e.g., along with the indication of the selected 
destination selected by the user using the input devices 140 and the display devices 
1 50 of the scanner or multi-function device, paragraph 0042). 

Claims 5-8,15,16,18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cantwell (US6,594,690) in view of Blasio (Pub. No.: 20020085244) and further in 
view of House et al. (House) (US 6,785,805). 

For claim 5, which is representative of claim 18, Cantwell and Blasio disclose the 
server as described above. Cantwell and Blasio do not disclose expressly a login 
system adapted to enable said user to access said driver selection system following 
establishing an identity of the user. 

House discloses a login system adapted to enable said user to access said 
driver selection system following establishing an identity of the user (Col 29 Lines 13- 
22). 
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Cantwell, Blasio & House are combinable because they are from the same field 
of endeavor, network driver devices. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine House with Cantwell and Blasio by incorporating a login 
system in the server. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide personalized 
user information, so that only authorized users are able to gain access to the server, 
and thus maintaining the security of the system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine House with Cantwell and 
Blasio to obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

For claim 6, House teaches wherein the login system is adapted to correlate the 
identity of the user with an account on the server, and wherein the scanning data is 
saved in association with the account (Col 29 Lines 23-42). 

For claim 7, it would be inherent for the account to comprise an email account. 

For claim 8, House teaches a viewing system for enabling the user to view the 
scanning data saved in the account (Col 1 1 Lines 56-67; Ref 100). 

Regarding claim 15, House teaches wherein said server comprises a login 
system that enables said computer to access said driver selection system in response 
to authentication of said user (Col 29 Lines 13-22). 

For claim 16, Cantwell discloses wherein said server is adapted to store one or 
more cookies on said computer in response to said authentication (Col 2 Lines 40-67). 
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With regard to claim 37, Houses discloses further comprising means for 
authenticating the user .(Col 29 Lines 13-22). 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cantwell 
(US6, 594,690) in view of Blasio (US 6,289,371) and further in view of Schneider et 
al (US 5,587,533). 

Cantwell and Blasio disclose the server as discussed above. 

Cantwell and Blasio do not disclose expressly wherein said destination selection 
system is further adapted to determine whether said user has write permission 
associated with said location; and warn said user if said location is not a valid 
destination for storing said scanning data. 

Schneider discloses scanned data that is stored under a user defined file name 
and the user is queried if the scanned dated is to be saved or not (Col 23 Lines 31-44). 

Cantwell, Blasio & Schneider are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, scanning objects. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Schneider with Cantwell and Blasio. " 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a warning 
system for the user. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Schneider with 
Cantwell and Blasio to obtain the invention as specified in claim 24. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quang N. Vo whose telephone number is 5712701121. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-5:00PM Monday-Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, King Y. Poon can be reached on 5712727440. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


Quang N. Vo 12/5/07 
Patent Examiner 




